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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
November 8, 1989 Volume XXI, No 7 
. Call to Order 
Seating of New Senator 
Roll Call 
Approval of Minutes of October 25, 1989 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Administrators' Remarks 
ACTION ITEMS: 1. Academic Affairs Committee 
Course Withdrawal Policy 
2. Approval of Recommendations for 
Student Appointments to Student 
Center Programming Board 
INFORMATION ITEMS: Faculty Affairs Committee Proposal 
for Intellectual Property Policy 
Communications 
Committee Repofts 
Adjournment 
Meetings of the Academic Senate are open to members of the 
University community. Persons attending the meetings may 
participate in discussions with the consent of the Senate. 
Persons desiring to bring items to the attention of the 
Senate may do so by contacting any member of the Senate. 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not Approved by the Academic Senate) 
November 8, 1989 Volume XXI, No.7 
CALL TO ORDER 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic 
Senate to order at 7 : 13 p.m . 
SEATING OF NEW SENATOR 
Chairperson Schmaltz ' introduced a new student senator, Robert 
Job, a Senior in Marketing. He will be a member of the Admin-
istrative Affairs Committee. 
Secretary John Freed called the roll and declared a quorum 
present. 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF OCTOBER ~ 1989 
__ ~I-36 Shawn Steubinger moved to approve the Minutes of October 25, 
1989 (Second, Zeidenstein). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Chairperson Schmaltz had no remarks. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Vice Chairperson Scott Rendleman had no remarks. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Student Body President Dan Schramm asked that all senators enter 
into the debate on the Withdrawal Policy with an open mind. I 
was disappointed to hear that a good majority of our senators 
here may have already formulated their opinions and decided to 
vote in a certain way. That is not what this body is about. 
I hope you remember that and listen to what everyone has to say 
about this policy. Second of all, in regard to the Withdrawal 
Policy, I think that you should all keep in mind the minimal 
amount of student input that was put into this Academic Standards 
Committee Course Withdrawal Policy Proposal. Keep that in mind. 
We are talking about the students here at Illinois State Univer-
sity. 
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Administrators' Remarks 
President Wallace had no remarks. 
Vice President and Provost David Strand had an excused absence. 
Vice President for student Affairs Neal Gamsky had no remarks. 
Vice President for Business and Finance James Alexander had no 
remarks. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Academic Affairs Committee Proposal for Course 
Withdrawal Policy 
XXI-37 Senator Carroll Taylor moved approval of the Academic Affairs 
committee Proposal for Course Withdrawal Policy as presented by 
the Academic Standards Committee. (Second, Williams) 
withdrawal Policy: Dropping g Course or Courses 
The following policy applies when a student drops a course or 
courses, but not all courses. Students are advised strongly to 
complete courses in which they enrolled and not to withdraw from 
courSes after the program change period unless absolutely neces-
sary. A student may withdraw from a course during the program 
change period (consult the Class Registration Directory for 
specific dates) without the withdrawal period being indicated on 
the transcript. After the tenth day of classes, but before the 
end of the sixth week of classes of the semester the student 
withdraws from a class by carrying out the following steps: 
(1) Complete and sign a withdrawal form; (2) Obtain the 
instructor's signature on the withdrawal form; (3) Submit the 
withdrawal form to the Registration Office. The student should 
keep a copy of this form. 
After the tenth day of classes, a student may officially withdraw 
from a full semester course with a grade of WX at any time up to 
the end of the sixth week of classes. For courses of lesser 
duration, a proportional withdrawal period will apply. 
A student should consult the Class Registration Directory for 
Summer Sessions Schedule for the specific withdrawal dates of a 
given term. Upon the written recommendation of a licensed 
physical or clinical psychologist, a student may be granted 
permission to officially withdraw from a course for medical 
reasons at a later time than the dates specified. Permission 
may also be obtained from the Associate Dean of Undergraduate 
Instruction. 
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A grade of F will be given to students who (1) withdraw from 
a course unofficially by not filing a signed withdraw slip 
with the registration office; or (2) register for a course 
but do not complete course requirements. 
In unusual cases, exceptions may be granted by the Associate 
Dean for Undergraduate Instruction. 
XXI-38 Senator Rendleman asked if the Academic Affairs Committee would 
accept as a friendly amendment, changing the time limit to eight 
weeks in the first and second paragraphs. 
Senator Taylor: No, I will not accept that as a friendly amend-
ment. 
Senator Rendleman: Does the entire committee feel that way. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: The mover and seconder of the main 
motion are the only ones who need to accept a friendly amendment. 
If either refuses to accept the amendment, it is not friendly. 
It can be offered as a regular amendment. 
XXI-39 Senator Rendleman moved that the time limit be changed to eight 
weeks in the first and second paragraphs of the Course withdrawal 
Policy. (Second, Svoboda) 
XXI-40 Senator Walker moved to amend the time limit to five weeks. 
(Second, Youngs) 
XXI-41 Senator Walker moved the previous question. (Second, Ritch) 
Motion to move the previous question failed on a roll call vote: 
14 yes. 
Senator Rendleman: Part of the Academic Standards Committee's 
philosophy in changing the Course withdrawal Policy down to six 
weeks included that students should have the opportunity to have 
a testing experience or some sort of feedback within six weeks. 
If we make a course withdrawal policy down to five weeks, we're 
requiring all instructors to either ignore whatever encouragement 
they will have to give feedback to students before the end of the 
course withdrawal time, or we'll have instructors that will have 
to structure their class around a course withdrawal policy. I 
don't think that is very good. In many 200 and 300 level class-
es, instructors do not get any type of feedback to students by 
the end of the fifth or sixth week. My amendment was to insure 
that all students have some sort of feedback, a test, a paper, 
or a quiz handed back to them before they have to decide whether 
or not to withdraw from the class. This was part of the philoso-
4 
phy that the Academic Standards Committee bought, and I think 
that is the philosophy that the Academic Senate should buy. 
To ' amend the time limit to five weeks does not allow a student 
that opportunity. 
Senator Zeidenstein : Senator Rendleman is half right. The 
changing of the existing weeks to what he proposes (eight ) ; 
five would make it more difficult to do what he is talking 
about. But, I for one, never bought the discussion surrounding 
the policy about the necessary feedback. I didn't buy it for 
a couple of reasons. One argument why a lot of people don't buy 
it, is because if the assumption is that the student is supposed 
to get feedback on the basis of his actual or potential grade, 
then the withdrawal policy is used as a basis of protecting the 
student's grade point average. If that is what it is supposed 
to be used for, why _then, Senator Rendleman's argument is a 
very valid argument . If on the other hand, one perceives the 
withdrawal policy as to not be a grade insurance protection 
scheme , but to have other purposes, why then the rationale that 
accompan i es the policy from the Academic Standards Commi ttee is 
beside the point. I also, and I'm sure Senator Rendleman knows 
this because he carefully worded his previous remarks, would like 
to point out that there is no proposed policy before this body 
having to do with feedback -- there is a lot of commentary --
in another meeting I called it kibbitzing. We should be very 
clear about the difference between a policy which ,is proposed 
to change the wording in the catalog and suggestions, recommenda-
tions, and conceivably, if they are not forthcoming, recrimina-
tions, in terms of what a student should have. Second point, 
the five-week proposal is the kind of typical compromise which 
is neither fish nor fowl. Another reason that I . have heard 
expressed from various sources for making the withdrawal policy 
instead of a shorter period of time into the semester, is to 
preclude some students taking several courses, taking up the 
seats in those courses that are not available to other students, 
and then waiting until a lengthy period to decide which of the 
five or more courses they have taken that they will stick with. 
If one of the purposes of a withdrawal policy is to make avail-
able seats in a course early enough so that a student who wants 
to take the course and can take the course can get into the 
course, then if anything, a period shorter than five weeks 
would be preferable. However, we are talking about different 
perspectives and the five-week period is a reasonable kind of 
compromise. One last point after the Rendleman suggestion 
about feedback business. It seems to me that within the first 
five weeks, actual l y the first five days, if a student goes into 
the course and he sees what the textbooks are, he can figure out 
whether he understands what they say or not . I am talking from 
my personal experience when I was forced to take Economics as an 
undergraduate. If the student understands the t~xtbook, and he 
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understands what the professor is saying, and he sees the sylla-
bus and knows the basis of how many grades there will be and the 
basis for grading, that strikes me as being ample information 
about whether a student is prepared to complete the course. For 
that kind of information, (reading the text, hearing the instruc-
tor, reading the syllabus, etc . ) it seems that five weeks is more 
than ample. 
senator Mohr: Professor Kaiser did point out at the information 
session that there was no requirement in this policy for feed-
back. 
Dr. Kaiser: The Academic Standards committee did not have as 
part of its proposal any mechanism for evaluation. We felt that 
it is of positive pedagogical value to evaluate students as early 
as possible in the term. It was not part of the Withdrawal 
Policy. In fact, our purpose in the Withdrawal Policy was to 
get students to acquaint themselves with the material and with 
the expectations that the instructor has and not to provide 
students with a particular grade in the course. 
Senator Mohr: I would like to add that I am sure .all the stu-
dents in this room are superior students, and don't have to 
jeopardize the academic standards of this institution in order to 
protect students who over-enroll so they have time to manipulate 
their grades and try to talk professors into giving them feedback 
that will guarantee that they will not fail the course, and then 
deciding on which courses they will stay in. They over-enroll, 
they take 21 hours, and then they cut back to what they can 
handle, knowing full well that will end up with 18 hours or so, 
but plan to drop the classes with the poor grades. They want 
to take courses where the teacher will not give them a bad grade. 
That is the sort of thing we have to avoid. I agree with Senator 
Zeidenstein that by the fourth or fifth week intelligent human 
beings can tell which courses they will excel in. There is no 
need for this long extended period of time to decide about their 
studies. Life itself is full of uncertainties. other than 
death, (before Bush, taxes were certain), now only death is cer-
tain. 
Senator Boss: How will graduate students be affected by this 
policy? Are graduate students included in this policy? 
Dr. Kaiser: Yes they are, according to the current policy. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: The Graduate Council sets policy for the 
graduate students, anq they have not discussed this. 
Senator Hoss: Is the answer, yes, they are exempted from this 
policy? I would like it clarified. 
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Chairperson Schmaltz: The Chair of the Senate does not have 
the authority to declare them exempt. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: The Bylaws of the Graduate Council are 
approved by the Senate. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: At no point has the Graduate School 
Policy ever been more lenient than the over-all university 
policies. This is a gray area. I do not know whether the 
Graduate Council has the right to pass a policy that is 
more lenient than a university policy. I would suggest 
that the Rules Committee would have to rule on that and this 
is not the appropriate time to do that. 
Senator Hoss: Could we add something to exclude graduate 
students from this policy. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: Point of Order, you cannot amend an 
amendment to an amendment. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: You will have to wait until it passes. 
I will calIon you later. 
Senator Hoss: Can we change the title? 
Senator Walker: He wants to know, ·if at a later time in the 
d i scussion this evening, an amendment would be appropriate 
to title this "Undergraduate Student Course Withdrawal Policy"? 
Parliamentarian Cohen: When you pass this amendment, it will 
be an amendment to the main motion on the floor. You can 
either amend the amendment, which would not be germane, or you 
can amend the main motion before you vote on it. 
Senator Zeidenstein: I would like to ask the Graduate Dean 
a question . . I did not check the graduate catalog for this, 
I just looked at the undergraduate catalog. Is there anything 
in the graduate catalog on the withdrawal policy for graduate 
students that differs from what is in the undergraduate catalog 
for withdrawal policy? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: No. They are the same, at this time the 
policies are identical. If you change it, they will not be the 
same. What has happened in the past, the policy committee would 
probably look at that and change the graduate school policy . We 
don't like to have different policies. 
Senator Schramm: I would like to question Dr. Kaiser. When 
your committee was formulating this proposal, was it a unanimous 
recommendation by the Academic Standards Committee for six weeks. 
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Dr. Kaiser: No. 
Senator Schramm: It says at the bottom of the first page that 
"the sixth week was a compromise for many of the faculty on the 
committee." Is it not true that there are students on your 
committee. 
Dr. Kaiser: Yes. 
Senator Schramm: I think the students' viewpoints might have 
been considered. 
Dr. Kaiser: The students on the committee supported an eight-
week policy; the faculty on the committee supported a four-week 
policy. 
Senator Schramm: In point number 8 on the second page, it says: 
"The policy will enjoy widespread faculty support; and ..... a 
majority of the faculty who responded to a questionnaire from 
the Office of Undergraduate Instruction..... Did your committee 
attempt to tap any student response besides members of the com-
mittee? 
Dr. Kaiser: Yes, we sent a questionnaire to ten different 
student organizations and none of the organizations responded 
to our questionnaire. 
Senator Schramm: with Senator Mohr's remarks, it is pretty 
distressing to point out that every student plays a game with 
their courses and that it's a game that a student over-enrolls 
for 22 hours so that he can see which ones to drop. That 
has never been my priority in why I register for classes. 
In fact, I never had the intent to register for one class 
in my stay here at Illinois State University that I intended 
to drop. I am appalled at remarks like that and I think it 
is a slap in the face to students. We are responsible young 
adults. For a majority of students, I do not think that is 
their intent. It may occur, but I don't think that is 
justification for having that as the only reason. 
Senator Mohr: I did not intend to insult any students. In 
fact, I was commending them for their inventiveness and ingenu-
ity in trying to manipulate their grades. Students ry to maxi-
mize their grade point average. I have had students in my 
classes drop because they were getting a B and not an A. 
They had a straight 4 point average before they had me, and 
they cancelled out of my course because they were getting a B. 
Don't tell me there are not students who do this. People 
come to me and say, "You said I was going to get a B and I got a 
C." I say, "I never guaranteed you a grade." There are lots 
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of students in this University who are trying to maximize their 
GPA, and they use this policy to do that. 
Senator Williams: The difference between five and eight weeks 
limit does not demoralize our academic standards. Reducing the 
limit from twelve to eight weeks is already a significant de-
crease. Moving it to five weeks is a little bit too far. As 
you can see, it doesn't have any student support in this room 
whatsoever. To reiterate what Dan said, I have talked to 
students who have been advised to over-enroll in classes. 
Maybe we should have a new policy that says that academic 
advisors cannot advise that. I don't believe the graduate 
issue or the clinical experience issue have been dealt with. 
We have talked about several things. I would hate to see us 
put a policy into motion that doesn't address everything. 
Some issues have come up that have not been well th~ught out. 
Now we are going after the students and only give them five 
weeks. Some of our arguments might be weak , but I feel that 
some of the faculty arguments are pretty weak, too. 
XXI-42 Senator Tuttle: I move the 'previous question. (Second, 
Taylor) 
Motion carried on a voice vote by 2/3 majority. 
(XXI-40) Vote on Walker amendment to the amendment to replace eight weeks 
with five weeks. Motion carried 21 to 16. 
(XXI-39) Vote on Rendleman amendment to the main motion, as amended, 
carried 20 to 17. 
XXI-43 Senator Hoss moved to amend the main motion by adding: 
Undergraduate Student Course Withdrawal Policy to the title. 
(Second, Alstrum) 
Senator Nelsen: I would like to know two things. Why do we need 
a separate policy for undergraduate and graduate students? In 
300 level courses we have students from each category in these 
classes. They are in them five weeks. Why is there a differ-
ence between them. What is the motivation behind the differ-
ence? Secondly, am I correct in the understanding that the 
graduate school is exempt from the Academic Senate policies? 
If we put together a Course withdrawal Policy, is the graduate 
school ex~mpt from what the Senate does? 
Senator Williams: Graduate students in the College of Business 
cannot take 300 level classes. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: There are graduate students in other 
colleges who do take 300 level courses. 
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Senator Mohr: Graduate students in the College of Business are 
allowed to take 300 level classes. I have some students in one 
of my 300 level classes right now. 
Senator Hoss: The graduate student courses are structured .dif-
ferently. Oftentimes there are other circumstances that come 
into play, like working full time. Oftentimes students are not 
evaluated until mid-semester or later. I, myself, just received 
a grade back this week. Graduate students do not drop as many 
classes as undergraduates. I would like to see a different 
policy for graduate students. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: The Chair is going to rule on the heavy 
matter that the Graduate School is indeed part of Illinois State 
University, and as such is subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Academic Senate. 
Senator Hoss: What does Senator Wallace think of this? 
Senator Wallace: My question is what do we have in writing that 
addresses this policy? 
Parliamentarian Cohen: The Graduate School Bylaws are approved 
like College Bylaws, graduate policies are created under the 
Bylaws of the Graduate School which are approved by the Academic 
Senate under the Constitution. Therefore, the Graduate School 
is a creature of the Constitution, as are the Colleges, the 
College Bylaws, etc. 
Senator Wallace: Does that mean that curricular decisions must 
come through this body. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: I don't know what you mean by curricular 
decisions. The Senate has never undertaken reviews of courses 
as opposed to reviews of new programs. certainly, all new 
graduate programs come through this body on their way to the 
Board of Regents. 
Senator Wallace: Then, there is nothing in terms of graduate 
programs that is different from undergraduate. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: Yes, in terms · of things that go off 
campus, that would be correct. 
Senator Schramm: I would like to ask Senator Hoss if he knows 
whether there are any graduate students on the Academic Standards 
Committee or on any of those ten registered student organizations 
that were sent the Academic Standards survey? 
Senator Hoss: No. 
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Chairperson Schmaltz: There are no graduate students on the 
Academic Standards Committee. 
Dr. Kaiser: I will find the list. As I recall, there were none. 
Senator Williams: Is there a purpose in changing this to an 
undergraduate policy rather than a graduate policy? 
Are we going to have two policies that are identical? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I would assume that the policy that we 
pass will hold for the undergraduates, particularly if it is 
labeled "Undergraduate Student Course Withdrawal Policy". 
Senator Williams: Then, would the policy for graduate students 
remain as it is written in the current catalog, with a 12 week 
limit? And the undergraduate withdrawal limit is now 5 weeks? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: Yes. That would be the Chair's ruling, if 
the amendment passes. 
Senator Alstrum: Someone brought up the question of 300 level 
courses. I recall having seen a memo sent up by administration 
(either the graduate school or my college) which asked faculty 
to be clear . on their syllabi, especially when they teach 300 
level courses, as to what the different standards would be 
that are applied to undergraduates taking 300 level courses, 
and graduate students taking 300 level courses. By that logic, 
some administrators are asking their professors to clearly 
state the different standards under which both graduates and 
undergraduates who take the same courses are evaluated would 
indicate that sets a precedent to allow this kind of distinction. 
I do believe that graduate students are expected to perform at 
a much higher level even if they are in the same class with 
undergraduate students. Those kinds of expectations that are 
already supposed to be stated in syllabi can support the idea 
of making some kind of distinction between graduate students 
and undergraduate students. 
Senator Zeidenstein: I can't make the leap of logic that 
Senator Alstrum just made that the higher academic requirements 
of graduate students in 300 level courses suggests that there 
be a difference and certainly I don't see how higher academic 
requirements for graduate students, which is indeed the case, 
would justify a lower level of withdrawal policy for graduate 
students. I can't see what the two policies have to do with 
each other. They certainly don't have anything to do with 
making it easier or different and lengthening the withdrawal 
policy for graduate students, including, presumably, a less 
stringent grading system: WP, WF, WX, and all those grades 
that we will be getting rid of. I am open to a moderately 
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persuasive argument as to why there should be different 
policies for graduates and undergraduates. Many graduate 
students are also full-time employees and such, but I am 
not moved by that. I think we need to come up with some 
additional reasons. I also heard what you said about just 
getting a grade back this late in the semester. So far, I 
don't see where that connects with opting to have a different 
policy for graduate students. 
Senator Hoss: One of the · things I do want to point out is 
that in the last two meetings we talked about the differences, 
between graduate and undergraduates and it seems that there 
were differences at least in the minds of a lot of senators. 
Some of the faculty members said that they teach classes differ-
ently for graduates than undergrads. I understand what you 
are saying. But, I also recognize that the reason for this 
policy, at least from what I hear, is to reduce the number of 
people that are dropping. That does not happen as often in 
graduate classes. It is not a problem for graduate students 
to over-enroll and then drop classes. As far as graduate 
students go, I don't think this policy is meant to address 
that issue. I would really like to know if the Graduate 
Council does have that authority. If it does, I will withdraw 
my amendment. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: The Chair has ruled that they do not. 
Senator Youngs: I am persuaded that graduate students have a 
different circumstance than undergraduate students. It appears 
there is an abuse of the system by undergraduates. I suggest 
we support the amendment to change the policy to undergraduates. 
XXI-44 Senator Tuttle: I move the previous question. (Second, Newby) 
Voice vote on moving the previous question carried by 2/3. 
(XXI-43) Roll Call vote on Hoss amendment to change the name of the 
withdrawal policy to Undergraduate Student Course Withdrawal 
Policy, carried 22/12. 
Senator Schramm: Isn't it kind of funny that the proposal 
that has come to us has gone through so much revision right 
now. We are dealing with two totally different student 
segments. I think that this should have been worked on 
more thoroughly by the Academic Standards Committee. I would 
urge that this go back to that committee so that they can 
tackle all the problems that are being brought up by the 
Senate tonight. 
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Senator Edwards: In the proposal, (Catalog Copy - Appendix 
A), the second sentence: "Students are advised strongly to com-
plete courses in which they enrolled and not to withdraw from 
courses after the program change period unless absolutely neces-
sary." should be removed. It is a statement of policy. Maybe it 
should be in a paragraph above this and not in the policy itself. 
XXI-45 Senator Edwards moved to strike that sentence. (Second, 
Zeidenstein). 
Senator Taylor: I do not accept that as a friendly amendment. 
The reason is that there are two catalogs: the undergraduate 
catalog and the graduate catalog. They are a combination of 
what the departments put together and what the Provost Office 
puts together. The Provost will put together the catalog 
copy, and the Senate does not decide this. 
Senator Edwards withdrew his motion. (Zeidenstein agreed) 
Senator Walker: I have a two-part question that I wish to direct 
to the Office of Undergraduate Instruction. What is Dr. Austen-
sen's opinion of the proposed policy as it now stands? 
As the Dean of Undergraduate Instruction, what is your profes-
sional stance on the Withdrawal Policy as it now stands? 
Dr. Austensen: I think it is a sUbstantial improvement. It 
will put ISU more or less in the mean with other public 
universities. The current twelve-week policy makes ISU 
stick out. 
Senator Walker: I would like to ask President Wallace if 
he will approve this as a policy change. Is it advisory, 
or is it policy? President Wallace, are you in favor of 
this policy? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I do not know whether this line of 
questioning is appropriate. If Senator Wallace chooses to 
answer this question, it is up to him. 
Senator Walker: I was asking him as a senator. 
Senator Wallace: I have been through this debate at a number 
of other institutions a number of times. One of the things 
that bothers me about these debates has been the negativism that 
somehow we need to punish students for withdrawing . I have 
never quite understood this. I was at an institution one time 
where the Engineering Dean brought it up every year for five 
years. A couple of points that I would make are: When a student 
drops a course, I am not sure what it is they get. They don't 
get credit for the course. They paid their money for the course. 
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And they still have to take the course to graduate. I am more 
concerned about the apparent lack of interest in trying to guar-
antee that every student get a syllabus on the first day of class 
that will tell how they are going to be evaluated, what will be 
expected of them, and what will be covered in the course. My 
personal opinion is that I would favor the eight-week withdrawal 
period. It is an improvement over twelve weeks. I think we 
have a problem with two or five weeks like many institutions 
have. There are going to be a sUbstantial number of faculty, and 
many of the students who will not have appropriate feedback in 
the course. I have yet to see data that show that many of the 
students are playing games. It mayor may not be true. I think 
that students have the right to know at the beginning of the 
class what will be covered, how they will be tested, how their 
grade is going to be determined. That may be with no tests at 
all. I think they ought to know that. We are under the assump-
tion that feedback to the students is not necessary. 
Senator Walker: As a senator, do you feel that it would be 
appropriate to attach some type of statement to this withdrawal 
policy to that regard or does that fringe on violation of 
academic freedom. 
Senator Wallace: I don't think that is a violation of academic 
freedom at all. We are not saying the faculty has to test. 
This is more an honesty in advertisement type of thing. I 
think the students ought to know their first day in class 
how their grades will be determined, whether there are zero 
exams, one exam, two exams, a paper, an oral exam, whatever. 
That is just telling the student in a very honest way what 
is expected of them. If we said "Every faculty member has 
to give three exams," that would be a violation of academic 
freedom. I get more concerned on this whole issue over the 
straightforwardness to students who do not receive a syllabus 
on the first day of class so they know what is expected of 
them. I don't think it is fair to students. 
Senator Walker: If it were possible to attach something like 
that to this ..... 
Chairperson Schmaltz: This is not germane to the debate. 
XXI-46 Senator Rendleman: I would like to offer an amendment to this 
withdrawal policy, or maybe the catalog copy, a sentence or 
something like that to the effect that "instructors are required 
to give the students, in writing, their expectations and basis 
for evaluation within the first week of classes." 
Chairperson Schmaltz: That would have to fit into the policy 
at some point. Dr. Kaiser, what is the actual policy? 
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Dr. Kaiser clarified that the actual policy was RAppendix A -
Catalog Copy: Withdrawal Policy: Dropping ~ Course or 
Courses." 
Chairperson Schmaltz: The Chair of the Academic Affairs Commit-
tee told us a few minutes ago that we cannot change the Catalog 
Copy. 
Senator Taylor: 
are two things: 
(2) the grade: 
What we are talking about changing in the policy 
(1) the time limit -- five weeks; and 
WP, WF, WX to just WX. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: Where did you plan on putting this --
in the catalog copy, I presume. 
Senator Taylor: What is labeled "Catalog Copy", is the new 
policy. 
Dr. Kaiser: The first two pages are rationale for the policy. 
The policy itself , is Appendix A - Catalog Copy. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: From what Senator Taylor said previously, 
the Provost will edit that catalog copy. 
Senator Rendleman: I withdraw my motion. 
Senator Vanden Eynden: I was afraid! would never get to say 
anything. Four weeks ago this was an Information Item and 
we weren't debating it. Two weeks ago it was withdrawn, so 
we did not debate it. I was afraid someone would call the 
question and I would never get to talk. The things we are 
talking about are side issues to what I hope really goes on 
here -- eight weeks, five weeks, six weeks . Five weeks is 
fine with me, six weeks if fine, eight weeks is ok. What I 
like about changing this proposal is that we will be getting 
rid of the WP, WF system. I think it is terrible. It is not 
fair, because it is not applied fairly. Some people in some 
departments say that after a certain time you should not be 
giving WX's. other people give a WX up until the end of the 
semester. I had a student in my office today who had taken 
three tests, gotten 40's in everyone and she asked me for a 
WX. So there must be some expectation some place that people 
are doing that. I think it is demeaning for students to go 
into a professor's office and beg for a WX or a WP. Two days 
ago I overheard a colleague tell a student (in the Math Dept. 
they do try to apply the policy the way it is written) that 
he could not give him a WP or a WX because he was failing, but 
if he worked real hard and did well on the next test, he might 
get his grade point average up far enough to get a WP. NOw, 
does that make any sense? To work real hard to get up to a WP, 
15 
so you can withdraw. I doesn't to me. And yet, that is the 
logical outcome of the present policy. You can say, "Well we 
should not abandon the policy because people don't obey it," 
but the fact is people do not obey it. History has shown that. 
There is no way to make them obey it. If you have a law that 
you cannot enforce, I don't think it is a good law. As I said, 
five weeks, six weeks, eight weeks is not the important issue, 
it is getting rid of the WP, WF, WX system. 
Senator Goldstein: At the risk of being redundant, I want to 
know why you didn't all yell at Senator Wallace when he made 
the same recommendation that someone else did a half hour ago 
and you all screamed at him? I think the students have a 
right to have basic information regarding a course. We can't put 
it in this amendment, but to have a grade before they drop. It 
still amazes me that students think they have the right to know 
their grade before they drop. This notion of wanting to know 
what the faculty member's style of giving tests and examinations 
seems to be the rubric under which this is being used. I did a 
little informal testing myself and called around to a few schools 
that I respect (not saying that I don't respect ISU). I had a 
highly selective search, but the withdrawal time limit ran from 
three to five weeks. When I spoke to some of the students, 
"drop" was not really a part of their vocabulary. The other 
thing is, I think the students may have the unfortunate situation 
of having a faculty who were schooled under a muctr stricter drop 
policy and a much stricter norm related to drops. If you went 
around and polled our faculty, I think you would find very few 
people who dropped any courses. I myself dropped two -- one 
because I had an insane professor, and I knew that within two 
days; and the other was statistics which I had to take three 
times to get a decent grade in. I knew real quick I wasn't 
going to understand that after the first day. I think you 
have plenty of time to assess whether you will fit with the 
course either in terms of meshing with the professor or under-
standing the material. It seems that any policy which cuts · 
it down to five weeks, three weeks, or even two weeks, gives 
you sufficient time to make decisions. I would like to support 
the five week policy. 
Senator Schramm: The students here all support the reduction 
in the withdrawal policy to a degree. We have no problems 
with removing the WP, WF. We have no problems with that. 
But the basis of this course withdrawal policy is going on 
the basis of up to twelve weeks. We are looking at numbers 
here where students can drop a class up until twelve weeks 
into the semester. Don't you think that maybe if we agr~ed 
on eight weeks, something that the students around this table 
feel comfortable with right now, that if the numbers still 
show increases in withdrawals, that the policy could be 
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brought back next year and change it. We are dealing with 
questions about graduate and undergraduate, about questions 
of student perspective that they had absolutely minimal voice 
on. I would just offer that it goes back to the Academic 
Affairs Committee so that they can evaluate the problems 
that have been presented here tonight. I think that is the 
most rational thing we can do here. Because we are dealing 
with the polarization issue again, where people had their 
minds made up before they even came in here tonight. I 
don't think people listened to the debate tonight. If this 
is going to stay on the floor, vote with your mind, vote 
with how you think, rather than how your constituency feels. 
Senator Tuttle: Having been a student at this University 
in the 1950's, there was no withdrawal policy. It didn't 
exist. We didn't withdraw. That era was delightful. 
The purpose of the withdrawal policy is to allow students 
in a situation when they clearly reali ze they are in the wrong 
place (perhaps the student was misadvised, it is the 
wrong level course, the professor demonstrates behavior 
where it is clear that there is an absolute, horrible 
personality conflict, they ought to stick with it, but 
nonetheless, there are certain circumstances or serious 
personality conflicts). I can think of a number of 
reasons that fall into line with a withdrawal policy 
which allows a person an opportunity to rectify an . 
error, and it may not have been an advising error. 
That is what I think a withdrawal policy ought to be. 
Well, two weeks, three weeks, four weeks, can do that. 
Five weeks is plenty of time to know that you are out 
of your element, there is no way that you can make it, 
you were mis-advised, and have to get out of this class. 
I think that the present policy does, on the other side 
of the coin, makes a statement about academic standards 
at this University -- it makes a very strong statement. 
I think that the students along with the alumni of this 
University join me in that status as an alumnus of this 
University would be proud to think that their institution 
had a strong academic reputation. This would add to that. 
I have heard some comments about things like: let's make 
sure the professors give evaluations, give feedback, these 
sorts of things. I agree that should occur. I certainly 
provide a syllabus, and fairly reasonable evaluations of one 
sort or another. I know I may not be the only one who does, 
but there may be some faculty members who do not. Dealing 
with the extent to which there are those who do not provide 
that kind of evaluation, may be a problem in the teaching 
process. If it is, it ought to be looked at by the appro-
priate body and go through the academic channels. I don't 
think we should attach a rider or a contingency to this 
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particular policy. This is not a policy to provide the 
best opportunity to get the best possible grade. This is 
a policy that would provide the opportunity to get out of 
a situation that was a mistake and not have to pay the 
consequences for that. I urge you to vote for this 
policy, and I would suggest that those who want to, and 
I look back on ISU with some pride as an alumnus. 
Senator Steubinger: I feel that five weeks is not sufficient 
time to know how a student is doing. I am in Elementary 
Education , which has clinical experiences. Many of these 
clinical experiences do not begin until the eighth week of 
the course. Five weeks is not enough time to know. I feel 
the time limit should be longer for students involved in 
clinical experiences. I would like some clarification on 
"extraordinary circumstances". It reads: "After the sixth 
week of classes withdrawal should be permitted only under 
extraordinary circumstances, as determined by the Associate Dean 
of Undergraduate Instruction. Examples of extraordinary circum-
stances include mdeical and emotional illnesses, extreme finan-
cial reasons, etc. Do clinical experiences fall under 
"extraordinary circumstances"? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: We are not clear what you are referring 
to in terms of clinical experience. If a course does not start 
until half way through the semester ..•.. 
Senator Steubinger: No. It starts at the beginning of the 
semester. An example would be Elementary Education. We/re 
in a core program. The first part of the semester students 
are involved with just classes. About the eighth week 
students go out into the elementary classrooms and start 
a teaching experience. That is the first time the students 
ever teach. Since that is their first experience, if a 
student decides that they don/t want to do this, they should 
be allowed to get out of it, instead of remaining in it for 
the rest of the semester. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: This happens in other kinds of classes 
too. Over a course of a semester, students are required to do 
a whole variety of things. You could make the same argument for 
almost any class. Suppose you have to give a presentation as 
part of a seminar. You may n6t be particularly good at that. 
Dr. Kaiser, could you address this question. 
Dr. Kaiser: I discussed this with Dr. Quane after Senator 
Stearns I questions at the information session. If there was 
an unusual circumstance that a student could not function in 
the classroom and sought withdrawal late in the semester, Dr. 
Quane would contact the instru~tor to verify that kind of 
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situation and that would fall under extraordinary circumstances. 
On the other hand, I think we need to keep in mind that this is 
a course withdrawal policy, not University withdrawal. There-
fore, the question about health problems, and these kinds of 
things would probably come into play only for University With-
drawal, and are not relevant to this course withdrawal policy. 
Senator Stearns: I disagree with that. The health policy 
is part of the. problem. In Special Education, our students 
work with chronically handicapped students. If a student has a 
chronic infection that is life endangering I would encourage that 
person to withdraw from the class rather than infect others. 
Dr. Kaiser: That would be no problem. That would certainly 
fall within the parameters of the policy. In most cases, if 
someone became so ill that they could not continue on with 
school, it is much more likely that they would withdraw from 
all their University classes which would be University With-
drawal. 
Senator Steubinger: I just wanted to make the point that 
clinical experiences should be an exception to the eight weeks. 
Senator Youngs: If a student is doing adequately well in a 
course, and during the tenth week of the course goes out for 
three weeks of clinical experience and finds out that they 
hate kids, and decide that elementary education is not for them, 
they still end up passing the course. Even if they do not do 
well in the clinical experience. Or, they flunk the course. 
In either case, it comes out as it should. 
Senator Ritch: If a student registers for the elementary educa-
tion core program, they effectively register for twelve, thir-
teen, or fourteen hours. If they were to drop any part of the 
core, they almost drop out of school. They are dropping twelve, 
thirteen, or fourteen hours of courses. Most student who get 
into clinical experiences and figure out that they don't want to 
be in elementary education, but they still complete the semester 
because there are so many hours involved. This really isn't a 
problem when it comes to the Elementary Education program. 
If you look at this scale that we have here, you can see that the 
three: Special Education (1.8%), Clinical Experiences (.2%), and 
Curriculum and Instruction (1.4%) -- have some of the lowest 
percentages of withdrawal found any place. It doesn't seem that 
clinical experiences constitutes a very large problem. Special 
Education, Elementary Education, and Clinical Experiences, com-
biDed, have a lower total percentage of withdrawal than Philoso-
phy which has a 6.0% withdrawal. It seems an insignificant 
problem. 
19 
XXI-47 
Senator Schramm: As an example, I am a Senior, and in one of the 
five classes that I have, Finance, I just took a test in my ninth 
week of class. I have two other classes that I have had no 
evaluation in, and it is the ninth week. The Finance class talks 
about annuities, and other complicated matters; but we have no 
evaluation until the ninth week. If we are going to pass a five 
week policy, faculty in that department should be expected to 
give students some feedback before the fifth week, instead of 
saying, "Here's the book, Dan, read it, and good luck on the 
test." I would like the students in here who are not evaluated 
till after the sixth week of class to indicate it by raising 
their hands. (Most of the students present raised their hands.) 
And you don't think we have a point? 
Senator Belville: When I ran for office on this body, I thought 
I would be speaking for students allover campus. If every 
student here is against this withdrawal policy, and it still 
passes, why are we on this body? 
Senator Hoss: One of the things that has not been addressed is 
that we have numbers that show a large number of people dropping. 
I think part of the reason might be the insufficient payment 
structure which allows for a student to pay for twelve hours, and 
take all the way up to twenty or twenty-one hours. Students have 
no penalty if they sign up for eighteen and drop down to fifteen. 
There is no cost to them. So they over-register and drop class-
es. My question is number one, why aren't people paying for 
classes by tuition hour? If you are paying for ten gallons of 
gas, you pay so much per gallon. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I don't know how germane this is to the 
debate. 
Senator Hoss: I am just making a comment as to why some stu-
dents may be over-enrolling. I am offering an opinion. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: We are debating the main motion at this 
point. You should be arguing for or against it, not bringing 
up the tuition structure. 
Senator Hoss: If I support this, and it passes, I would like 
to see a review a year from now that will evaluate whether or 
not fewer students are dropping courses; or if more students 
are dropping out. 
Senator Youngs: I call the question. 
Senator Stearns: I object. I would like to respond to Senator 
Ritch. Special Education and Elementary Education are not the 
problems. There are four departments with higher withdrawal 
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XXI-48 
percentages: Foreign Languages (5.2%); Mathematics (5.6%); 
Philosophy (6.0%); and Accounting (4.2%). Perhaps if we have 
this policy, we should look at these departments to see where 
the problem lies. 
Senator Goldstein: Just one response to Senator Stearns. I was 
talking to one of our senators in the Math Department. Is the 
withdrawal policy working the way it should. Because many of 
those students get into a Math course, withdraw from it and move 
down into a lower level course. Is the Foreign Languages ..... . 
Chairperson Schmaltz: This is not germane to the question. 
Senator Taylor: I move the previous question. (Second, Tuttle) 
Motion to move the previous question carried on a voice vote. 
(XXI-37) Vote on the main motion as amended (five weeks withdrawal limit), 
17 to 17, roll call vote. Negative vote prevailed. 
XXI-49 
Senate recessed at 8:45 p.m. 
Senate reconvened at 9:10 p.m. 
Senator Hoss: 
next meeting. 
I move to have this issue discussed again at the 
(Second, Deleplace). 
Parliamentarian Cohen: A vote to reconsider at the next meeting 
requires a simple majority to bring it on the floor. The main 
motion is not amendable. You are voting for it as it reads. 
The request requires a simple majority to pass. Either the mover 
or the seconder of this motion must make that motion at the next 
meeting. 
Senator Williams: Does that mean that we will vote again on 
this at the next meeting? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: If Senator Hoss or Deleplace moves at 
that meeting to reconsider the issue. 
Senator Williams: Can that be discussed under Communications 
at the next meeting? 
Parliamentarian Cohen: No. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I am taking questions, not debate. 
Senator Nelsen: I have two questions. Did I hear that the 
policy is not changeable or modifiable at the time it reenters 
the Senate? 
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Parliamentarian Cohen: Right . You are voting for the five 
week motion. The only thing that you can reconsider is what 
you defeated tonight. It is not technically an Agenda item. 
It is bringing back from the dead or the living to either kill 
or bring back, depending upon which side you are on. You are 
voting on the tie vote. 
Senator Rendleman: Do you expect that within two weeks that 
the problems that have been expressed about the policy will 
be taken care of or even resolved? 
Senator Hoss: I am not sure that any thing will be resolved 
in anyone's mind, but I do know that perhaps some people did 
not vote how they feel they should have voted. There might 
have been two weeks to reconsider the whole issue. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I am going to rule that sort of 
discussion out of order. 
Senator Goldstein: How would this policy be brought back in 
its original committee recommendation? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: The policy would come back as we voted 
on it tonight. 
Senator Goldstein: Since it cannot be amended that way, how 
would it be brought back in its original committee form? 
Parliamentarian Cohen: It cannot be brought back this session. 
It has been defeated. It should not come back. The Executive 
Committee has the right to put something on the Agenda. 
Senator Taylor: If it is brought back, it will be brought back 
as it is, will there be opportunity to change it. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: No. The five week policy, the thing we 
voted down can be brought back on a motion to reconsider. You 
can only reconsider what you considered. You can't reconsider 
what you have not considered. 
Senator Ritch: Is there a motion on the floor now? 
Chairperson Schmaltz: No. 
Senator Schramm: How about if a different committee such as 
the Student Affairs Committee drafted a withdrawal policy 
proposal -- could we offer it as an information item. 
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Chairperson Schmaltz: You could send it to the Executive 
Committee, and if they chose to put it on the Agenda as an 
Information Item, you could proceed that way. Unless you 
could get a 2/3 majority the night of the meeting to move 
it from Information to Action. 
Senator Williams: Can anyone move that it be brought up again. 
Parliamentarian Cohen: No. You have to be on the prevailing 
side to move a reconsideration. The minutes will show 17 people 
voted no; and two of the people who voted no stated that they 
intend to move reconsideration at the next meeting. At the next 
meeting sometime during action items, or at any time during 
Agenda items, once you get beyond the approval of minutes, they 
would have the right to move. Anyone else who voted no would 
also have the right to move to reconsider. No one who voted 
yes and no one who was not present tonight has a right to make 
that motion. 
Senator Zeidenstein: Point of order: If I remember correctly, 
the jurisdiction of existing Internal Senate Committees as 
defined in the Bylaws places academic affairs under the Academic 
Affairs Committee. I do not believe, according to the Bylaws, 
that the Student Affairs Committee has the jurisdiction to 
generate this policy. If you rule otherwise, that is fine. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: That question should be discussed in the 
Executive Committee and perhaps also the Rules Committee. 
Senator Hoffer: Could the Student Body Board of Directors draft 
a withdrawal policy and send it to the Executive Board? 
Parliamentarian Cohen: They could feel free to write or draft 
anything they want. The only thing that would have status 
under the Bylaws or Bluebook as we read it states, all academic 
recommendations are supposed to come through the Academic Affairs 
Committee. Unless the Executive Committee is willing to over-
ride a standing internal committee of the Academic Senate and 
push aside its recommendation and substitute something else. 
The Executive Committee sets the Agenda. If it chooses to 
disrupt the routine flow of business, it can. What if the 
Faculty Affairs Committee came up with a policy for the student 
union. The Executive Committee might feel fully comfortable 
in considering it. You have standing committees established, 
I would expect that things should come through those committees. 
That is why they are there. 
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XXI-50 
~ Approval of Recommendations for Student Appointments 
to Student center Programming Board 
Senator Rendleman moved approval of three appointments to the 
Student Center Programming Board: John Dorner, Rebecca Miller, 
and Lisa Spalding. (Second, Svoboda). None of these students 
are on .academic 9r disciplinary probation. 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
INFORMATION ITEM 
Faculty Affairs committee Proposal ~ Intellectual Property 
Policy 
For Faculty Affairs Committee Chair, Senator John Freed, intro-
duced Dr. Clayton Thomas, who would be present for questionning. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas stated that the policy was in response to 
the Board of Regents policy which asked each of the universities 
under its jurisdiction to establish policies on intellectual 
property. We also have this University's Patent Policy, a 
1971 version which is obsolete. We need to replace that 
policy as well. In that context a committee was formed that 
was composed of Joseph Goleash, University Legal Counsel; 
Bill Lesch, Marketing; Jerry Abner, Technology & Commercializa-
tion Center; and Bill Davis from the Office of Research and 
Sponsored Programs; and myself. We have met for over a year 
now regularly and consistently in drafting this policy. The 
policy is organized in a format that is consistent with other 
universities. The categories in which we have addressed the 
issues are common. We tried to draw up a policy which is 
concise, clear, and understandable as nearly as a policy 
like this can be. We've had plenty of debate internally 
with it, and I think we have a policy that's appropriate 
and fair and representative of other university policies. 
I hope you find it appropriate, too. In that context, 
this is what we have to present, and we are willing to 
answer questions. If you want to hear it in legaleze, 
I will ask Joe Goleash for his version. We have had 
patent attornies, one of them is Herb Roberts, one of 
our alumni, who was a speaker at the College of Arts and 
Sciences week, look at this and offer his suggestions. 
The attempt was to make this a policy that was free from 
entanglements that would , cause problems for faculty and 
the university that at the same time recognizes that things 
like inventions and patents and copyrights need to be 
clarified. So this policy has three parts: patents, 
trademarks and copyrights. 
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Senator Goldstein: This is something that I hadn't thought 
much about because no one is likely to buy my new psychology 
machine. I notice in here under inventions and patents, the 
university will control almost anything that is invented and 
patented with university funds or non university funds. 
Yet, there is an ownership statement in here, a disposition 
statement, that says that things can be released to the 
inventor. When is something released to the inventor? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: I expect it would be released when the 
University felt that maybe very little of its facilities 
had been involved. It may be released when the University 
feels that it is not a valuable invention, not worthy of 
University funds to try to get a patent. They might say: 
If you feel it's worth a patent, then you go ahead and do it. 
Or, if you have done this on your own, with little University 
involvement, it is not significant to us. They might release 
it to the owner. Those kinds of decisions would have to be 
individual. Common ones would be that the invention does 
not have value. 
Senator Arnold: Does this mean for example that a handbook 
developed for a course is not copyrightable? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: No. Copyright policy is that ownership 
belongs to the person that is copyrighting it unless that 
has been restricted to specific contracts. That is how this 
is written. Legal counsel can watch me as I say these things, 
because I tend to generalize. Ownership is with the person 
who copyrights it. In this case that includes software as well, 
unless you have specifically been hired to write that handbook, 
and are under contract, in which case whatever is in the contract 
would be the outcome. 
Senator Arnold: How may the President become involved in a 
copyright issue? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: The President would probably not become 
involved in a copyright issue. 
Senator Arnold: The "Policy on Copyrights", Article C., 
Disposition, reads: "The final responsibility for the 
determination of the disposition of University copyrights 
rests with the President of the University. The President may 
direct that any university copyright be (a) retained and used for 
and by the University, or (b) released to the originator, or (c) 
released to an involved sponsor, or (d) released jointly to a 
sponsor and orginator. New Paragraph: The President may 
designate another person(s) to represent him/her and to act 
in his/her behalf in these matters." 
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Dr. Clayton Thomas: Well, there would be some copyrights 
in which the university would have rights. If you were 
hired to prepare a manual for professional practice, and 
that was why you were hired, then that copyright would 
belong to the University. 
Senator Arnold: If a professor Qevelops a manual for the 
course he teaches, does the University own it? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: Not the way the policy is drafted now. 
A person hired to teach a course does not constitute control 
over any manual they develop for that particular course. 
Joseph Goleash: Only if the University retains some proprie-
tary interest in the manual. Then, even if that right is 
vested in the University, the University may decide not to 
exercise its vested proprietary right to ownership. 
The University's right would arise, assuming the opportunity to 
create an independent employment relationship, where, as a part 
of an assignment, the employee was being paid for the creation 
of some work, and the employee knew of that expectation at the 
time the contract was executed. 
Senator Arnold: That doesn't dissuade my fears. If I develop 
a contract with the University, as my sole source of income, and 
in the process of that teaching develop a handbook for my class 
that turns out to be quite profitable, then the University is 
able to take a piece of the action. Does it remain my property? 
Senator Wallace: I think you are concerned about 
the policy and that is: "University copyright". 
graph says: "The President may designate another 
represent him/her and to act in his/her behalf in 
a key word in 
The next para-
person (s) to 
these matters. 
Joseph Goleash: The policy reads: "Ownership: Ownership in 
copyrightable works, as defined above, produced by University 
employees or students shall remain with the originator except 
in the following situations where such rights of ownership are 
reserved by the University: (a) works expressly commissioned 
through written contract with the University, or (b) an external 
agreement requiring the University to hold or transfer ownership, 
or (c) works created as a specific written requirement of employ-
ment or assignment with the university." With reference to pro-
vision (c) a written contract may make the intellectual prQperty 
the quid for the quo: you produce this and we'll pay that. 
Senator Ritch: My understanding is that this is one of the 
hottest issues on campuses. I have two questions. Was this 
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particularly written for ISU, or is this policy a one size 
fits all for all the universities? Secondly, it seems to me 
that patents and copyrights, although they may be the result 
of a similar process are treated differently. Would you 
elaborate on your rationale for this. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: Sure. First question, we looked at a lot 
of different policies. They do vary somewhat. This was written 
specifically for ISU and conforms to the Board of Regents' re-
quest. Although, their request is pretty common. Yes, there 
is a difference between copyrights and patents. Part of it has 
to do with tradition. Traditionally, copyrights have been 
retained by the originator, and we would be going against 
long-standing tradition. Although there was some discussion 
about making them comparable. That is to say, both belong to 
the University. The most common statement for patents is 
probably that the patent belongs to the University. After 
you say that, you turn around and share the profits that are 
generated from that. It looks like you are taking, but you 
are also turning around and giving. There are different ways 
to word that,but this is the most common way to word that. To 
make the copyright match what is commonly done with patents 
would go against tradition and would be trying to manage 
something that should not be managed. The most controversial 
part of the copyright would be the software section. That is 
the one that is the hottest because software has a : potential 
for generating a lot of income which many universities see as 
a way to generate funds. We chose to allow that some software 
be a part of the copyright and for the faculty to retain 
the right for faculty to retain ownership on that as well. In 
that respect, we made a decision for this campus, where some 
universities might have retained ownership for software as well 
because of the lucrative nature of it. It depends on the univer-
sity. 
Senator Nelsen: In looking at the section on patents, under 
Ownership, it reads: "Any invention (a) created by employees or 
students of the University within the scope of their duties at 
the University, or (b) created in whole or part through the use 
of University facilities or resources, or (c) created as a result 
of efforts carried on by, or under the direction of any employee, 
student, or other user of University facilities or resources, or 
(d) for which the cost of creation has been paid in whole or in 
part from University funds or funds under the control of, or ad-
ministered by, the University or an agent of the University, 
belongs to the University." I am a user of resources as an 
instructor at ISU, and I am an employee of the University . 
I may not have used those resources or facility to generate that 
patent that I wish to have licensed, but yet it reads that you 
can be held accountable for that patent that you developed be-
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cause you fit the criteria of using University resources. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: The first part of what you are looking at 
is : C. Created as a result of efforts, so the assumption is 
that we are talking about something that is created as a result 
of those specific user related creations. 
Senator Nelsen: But if this w'as created as a result of my 
efforts, then if I did not use the facility, it would be mine. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: Yes, that is the intent . 
Senator Wallace: As an example , an individual might have to 
demonstrate that he was not a member of the faculty when he 
developed the patented device and did not use University 
resources. 
Senator Goldstein: The section under Copyright, section A, 
(c) "works created as a specific written requirement of 
employment or assignment with the University." which you 
said constituted a quid pro quo contra~t with the university. 
~t times funds become available to pay for summer employment 
to do specialized kinds of things. An example is the one that 
came out of the Dean of Instruction's Office just recently 
for the development of teaching. I notice that at least two 
of the things that came out of our department either developed 
handbooks or simulations, things which conceivably could become 
profitable. Does that situation constitute one of those 
contractual situations with the university where you are being 
paid additional funds to remain on campus and work outside of 
your teaching responsibilities. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: No. My interpretation would be that it 
would be expressed to you in the contract you had with the 
university that you are hired to do that. That would fall 
under the contract. If you object at that point, you would 
negotiate your agreement, whatever the contract states, you 
would be held to. 
Senator Goldstein: Did you actually discuss that when you 
were writing this? The reason I am asking, is wouldn't it 
help if you specified that a little more clearly as to what 
things will be included as quid pro quo contracts with the 
University? Which situations might be excluded such as 
additional funding for summer work. 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: I don't think we felt it necessary to 
be that strict. We tried to keep it as simple as possible. 
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I guess we thought we had done that. We want to communicate. 
Senator Arnold: Under a patent situation, the originator has 
to demonstrate that he/she did not use University resource. 
Under a copyright situation you take the opposite stance: 
that the rights of ownership are reserved by the University: 
except when: (a) works expressly commissioned through 
written contract with the University, or (b) an external 
agreement requiring the University to hold or transfer 
ownership, or (c) works created as a specific written 
requirement of employment or assignment with the University." 
Under a (c) situation, you have to demonstrate that the 
University paid you to develop this? Was there discussion 
on this? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: No, there was considerable discussion 
on this with the patent attorney. We have had considerable 
discussion on that. There are people who think that the 
University should not give up that right, even on copyright-
able works. The committee felt that in both Senator Ritch's 
request and this that we should lean toward the faculty 
more than some universities have. We simply took a stance 
to put it in the context that it belongs to the faculty 
member, unless the university specifically contracts it. 
I perceive that as a pro faculty stance, which varies from 
what was taken under patents. 
Senator Arnold: Why the distinction between the two? 
Dr . Clayton Thomas: I think our response is that traditionally 
that has been so long implanted in tradition that to try to go 
against that whole thing would be foolhearty. As a matter of 
fact, I can imagine what would happen had we come in with such 
a suggestion. If we had come in and said copyrighted works 
belong to the University, what would have happened. We would 
be here a long time. I think we feel the same way. In that 
sense, we feel we should stay with that tradition. We 
recognize that there is a contradiction between the two. The 
patent policy of 1971 for the University is similar -- we have 
not changed that part. The old policy did not deal with copy-
rights, so we simply have put copyrights in there, but stuck with 
tradition. 
Senator Zeidenstein: I have a question about two separate parts 
of the document. The policy on copyrights is clear enough to me. 
On page 5, Administrative Policy on Intellectual Property, Sub-
paragraph A, Patent and Copyright Officer, the third sentence, 
about 2/3 into the fourth line, it says: "The Patent and 
Copyright Officer shall receive all disclosures of patents or 
copyrights from the faculty, facilitate the evaluation of same 
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and convey the disclosure and its evaluation to the President 
for appropriate action." Can that be construed that the 
faculty member who publishes a book or workbook or whatever 
and has it copyrighted by a publisher, needs to submit all these 
indications to the copyright officer, or is it supposed to be 
read in the context intended to mean only those copyrights 
owned by the University, because of conditions (a), (b), and (c) . 
back on page three. What I am saying is that the word "all" 
is terribly sweeping. It is a completely different section, 
and it could be read as saying: "Any faculty member who copy-
rights anything is supposed to notify the patent officer." 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: To my interpretation, that was not the 
intent. The latter one would be true. We are only talking 
about copyrights over which the university has a specific 
interest. We tried to write a policy section that covers 
both patents and copyrights in one statement. We may have 
omitted an adjective or something there. 
Dr . Bill Lesch: I think if Harvey will refer back to section B, 
on the policy on copyrights, it says: "Disclosure: All works 
for which the University has copyright interests as defined in 
Paragraph A, shall be promptly and fully disclosed by the 
originator . ," 
Senator Zeidenstein: Would you consider to include in that 
sentence on page 5, the patent and copyright officer shall 
receive all disclosure of patents or copyrights for which the 
University has interests. Just throw in a phrase that it is 
not all copyrights, just those in which the University has an 
interest as previously defined. When I read ~ it means 
all. I just read our ISU Constitution recently about who 
nominates members of all committees. In legal documents, all 
means all. 
Dr Clayton Thomas: 
problem with that. 
could be added. 
I think that is the intent and I see no 
We can take a look at that and see if it 
Senator Youngs: Does this policy cover works of art or music 
compositions? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: The Preamble Paragraph on the first page 
states this. 
Joseph Goleash: Page 3, Policy on copyrights, states: 
"Copyright protection is extended to original works fixed in 
any tangible medium of expression including literary matters, 
dramatic works and materials, films, videotapes, recordings, 
musical compositions, visual arts, tests and other measurement 
30 
devices, computer software and other computer technology, 
graphic and applied art, and compilations of facts/data . " 
Senator Taylor: Many times software has been patented 
rather than copyrighted. Is there any reason why Software 
i s not listed as being patented. Is not the ownership the 
same? 
Dr. Clayton Thomas: The question is, if the software is 
patented, should it not fall under the patent policy? 
Senator Taylor: The way it is written, it would fall under 
patents. Why shouldn't patented software be a patent? 
Why shouldn't patents belong to the professor? 
Joseph Goleash: We did not consider software as being 
patented. 
Senator Taylor: This is one of IBM's biggest problems. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I would like to thank Clayton Thomas 
and the others who worked on this policy for being present 
and answering our questions. 
COMMUNICATIONS 
None 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - Chairperson Carroll Taylor 
reported that his committee would meet Monday , November 13, at 
8:00 a.m. , in the 1857 Room. 
ADMINISTRATIVE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - No report . 
BUDGET COMMITTEE - Chairperson Paul Walker stated that his 
committee had met and looked into the faculty equity adjustments. 
The money was distributed within Senate Guidelines. 
FACULTY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - No report . 
RULES COMMITTEE - Chairperson Marilyn Newby had no report. 
The committee will meet for a short time following adjournment. 
STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - No report. 
XXI-51 MOTION TO ADJOURN 
Senator Belville moved to adjourn (Second, Vancil). Motion 
carried on a voice vote . MeetJng of the Academic Senate ad-
journed at 9:52 p.m. 
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